US Congress replies on NSF scrutiny
As chairman of the US House Committee on Science, Space, and Technology, I do not believe that you do justice to the committee's efforts to better understand how the US National Science Foundation (NSF) spends US$7 billion dollars of taxpayers' money (Nature 519, 138-139; 2015) .
The NSF is not "caught between the scientists it serves and the lawmakers it answers to". The money is not the NSF's or the scientists': it is the people's. Congress has a responsibility to ensure that the money is spent wisely and in the national interest.
As you point out, NSF director France Córdova has voiced her support for my proposal that research should be in the national interest if it is to be funded by the NSF. At a recent hearing of the House science committee, she declared the proposal to be "very similar and compatible with NSF's internal guidelines" (see go.nature.com/oywlbd).
Evaluate risks of coating reservoirs
The environmental effects of chemical films that reduce evaporation of water from reservoirs should be properly evaluated before the films are applied on a large scale (Nature 519, 18-19; 2015 
Laboratory work is 'like falling in love'
Kevan Martin's obituary of neuroscientist Vernon Mountcastle (Nature 518, 304; 2015) nicely conveys the intensity of his passion for experimental work. This was eloquently expressed in a letter he sent to me on his retirement from the bench.
Mountcastle wrote: "I miss laboratory work in a way that is difficult to describe. It has always been my heart's joy, and my own experience has always been that even the most trivial original discovery of one's own evokes a special kind of ecstasy -it is almost like falling in love for the first time, all over again!" 
